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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract: The first use of “CRFs” should add the full name “controlled release fertilizers 
(CRFs)”.  
2.  Preparation of control release fertilizers: What’s the meaning of “S-CRFs”? 
3. Many sentences are confused, such as “In an experiment [28] synthesized…” , “[29] 
experimentally confirmed that …”, “In another experiment [31] reported that…”, etc. The 
author should provide with the names of the researchers. 
4. Nano fertilizers for controlled release: The third paragraph in the section repeats with the 
second paragraph. 
 

 
Done 
 
Corrected 
Revised 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Made revision 
 
 
Noted 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall, the manuscript is well written, clear, and complete in the figures. The 
interpretations and conclusions are largely justified. However, the manuscript is subjected 
to improvement before it is acceptable for publication. I highly recommend that the authors 
read their work once again in order to correct or amend any type of mistakes. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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